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if. 501] ■=1^ 1^E?{t,7ia?^,llt31, 2002/^5ipS10, 1924 

No. 5(>11 NEW DELHI, FRIDAY, MAY 31, 2(M(2/JYAISTHA 1(), 1924 

Tjf truT^ 

(1T^.|.fi#3R) 

3lfUip^ 

31 ■R?, 2002 

oFT.air. S83( 3T )■ —-f^ Hry i fe l fl ^ ^ % fan Uy rfTT d t : — 

Hl'l'll^ "414*1 fJl ^ f^5| 

^=?TPTr>4l7r, ^ ^ sR'mim v 

ftrfq fare (f ^H 'ii) 3#mnT 


% ’pp^^Tfprffsn "STnir^ ^'lo-i'f, :— 

1. fppTTTPT f^lT^ ’'H % llH 'ilHI jTRTI T 3TR ^'"h 3fn, fc 

( aiK.'^.'TO,); 

2. ^91545 HVI9?H C^J.TJTT.'Q-er.'qTE.); 

3. ■'fN^ Iq'lc^j'l-lO ■'TTfff 3179’ qil'ldHITi (■'Tt.3TR.'5.''ft.Tl.%. ) sfrl ^<4^ 3T?H^ 374, "tS' 3Tn=ft"; 

4. '4rff (%.ift,'^.) 3fR^7f%WfrF!J3T4f^ ‘‘t^3TFff’' vft^^jrRnt; 

5. 4vi'i9 '413474 44441 ^4 (%.q|^.'%.i|M,); sfrt 

6. '[^14^714 1}45 ) 

44 Wv fro; 4Ff4.(4n ( RsilOil) 3Tf4f44H, 1967 ( 1967 44 37) 41^ ^TO 3 4lt ■344ro (1 ) % STTFfn fTOI im'4tPl4 
f^. 4TT4 % 144(4 4, 

3ffl 

■(f44K4) 1967 4f)4m4(l)%3m4 3i4'4%i44^4l 


311^71 

13'44i4T, 2001 ^'4114 7TT441:, H4T?H4 f444; 444449T4 (f44TT4) 3rftjf44iT, 1967 (19674437) (^4^44 

■4'3Tf4f444') 47f 414 3 ^ '344T4 ( 1 ) '514 1144 '7lf444t '4)1 m 4|'I 4>T4 T^, 3lf43^p441 'll. 44.34. 1124( 31) "^nf) 41I' dP6 

445 41447 4 ilmj '34414) 3T<ilflT( 'J1 'hc 41 Ri<9).viq 30*0, ftnl 3714411 41 4).414.4. 41 414 ^ Jim jiioi ^ 441 


I7.‘i4 III 2002 


(I) 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ■ EXTRAORDINARY 


(Part II —Sec. 3(ii)1 


3tn, W (31F0%^0), -'{HI5^^ W ("{p^O 

^0^0), ^ 3flTT WTTePn^ (%-3TRD^0%^0^0) 3^ SFT 

‘ts 3Wf’, +iHelmqi 4)lc^{rHW ^ (^0^0%) 3^ TIW Sf^T "t? 3!rRf" ^ W 
t, +Eei^l3TleT +Hs(l ^ (^O^O^O^O) 3 i}tX ffuy^ (^O^O^O 

^0) ^TTPrr^ I 

^ff^-J/^NHI 

13 2001 

^03?T0 1124(3T). - W: 

HPT % -^rni 'Jllcll t, 3fk O'juTcI+i 3TIT, hImcNH (3fRO^O^O), 

-“{HIS^^ ^^HcH Pdsl^^H (^O^TTOFlclOT^O). 

('^10'31R0’^0''lt0''T0^0) 3^ TT^IW 3FT 311^", ifl^ 

(%0#0Ft0) 3k?F^¥W3FTf^ "^3imf" ifr^lJlTFTt, 

(%0^0l^0F^0) 3^ Ff&iy: rd^l)viH ^ (FF0%F^0F^0) (f^ W 

^^-TP^f^ch % ■^rf^ >3iJ4l^l ^lOdH ^ W t): 

(i) FTTrl % Tffory: -'i'T-'-I W BIFTF ^ci'p) j#I >JT ^ 3Fr^ efS^ ^ rl^ 
FTiqtW4T!:^t; 

(ii) 314^ ciH^jct-ri ^ y|Lr| c}iv{ 4^7%'!; 

(iii) 4)44iR4l' sk ^ jjj^ ^ 
HImRTiI "42 6Hc^3iT ^ |j; 

(iv) 3m ; 5 p^ 

^TT ^ 3^3 ^ mf mF t; 3fR 

(V) sfRt 3(dHNqi^i 3^5'F' ^mF^ 3r-‘iVn ^ srk3jfw'r^ ^iftF 

mPTTfT Ill'll sflr T(HHrl cTlyrHlRlrl ^fcTF ^'O) ^T^irfTcT 







3 


2 . 

3. 3T^, fte (teCW) 1967 (1967 ^ 37) ^ ?IRr 3 ^ 

3WRr (1) ^ Trf^ ^ ^ Zm^ 3^^%^ 

fera^ 3Tmf, 3n7^ TT %7c3070 ^ ^ ^ I 3ftT ^ 3T5Rfe 3tn, 

%c7T W, (3TR0%770), feR^ WZ (^07^07^0770), 

%f77 7^ 3Tl7 77^77 (%31Rofo7t070^) 3Tk 77(7 37T, "fe 3TT7f", 

77^77 Tpfe 7^ (^0407t0) 3Tk 7W 37T "fe 717?" 77 7TcTT t, 7?^ 
77t7 ^ (^07^0^070) 3fk TfTJT %77 f(=r^t77 77 (770T?t0770770) ^ "AT-Tp?? 
77377tf^777r^ I 

4. 3tN:^:- 

(i) 377^ 773^ ^ 7TO 3k 77 ak 

777 TT 7T-7T 771T7T fk(777 ak 3T177(7 7lf7k[T TR? t; 

(ii) kf^ 374131 777?!TTTW'^^l^t; 

(iii) 7TW?/7T^3k3T7(I^fkT#Rkfk77T7777lfrt; 

(iv) 77[7I7,’5f?m3k#(?M#m3k7kT7777'77k%g7^klt 

■^f7fk7T77T7^7T^t 1 

5. 77: 7T7K k 77 771 k 377^ 7734? k 377 7f?Tl^l77 7T7 k 

77^3k7(a'J^7%7f7 3kc17Tt3k7f77T7r'gt7 3ipT3kfk777?lr77T777T?|' 
377k^3!J7T^7nra7 37; TTf^T t Tlk 3k ^ k # 777?, 3Tk 777? 7[ fkTR 

7T kt, 7?7l^f77 #Rk? k Tifk 7T k, f7f¥kR? ak ^g77 7# ^ 7?77 k 7R? 5(f7 
7|7k akTkpk 77(^3777 7k kaTT^TlTf^kr^ I 

6. 77f;, aR,k4ak5^r3fc7tf^7ik7W^k^irkk77(7rTk7^77tf7 

k^ 377^ krk 3T7?7;%77 %7kR 37??, fkr anTck 7T 7?077070 % 77 ^ 77 77 
t ak ??k 7k?l77 aT7 kkpk? 7?7e7 ^ (aTTO^TFO), kH7 kk^R 77 

(\07T077r0770), %77 kVpk 73? 3Tf7 77^77 (k03TK0^07?070^0) ak 
7W 3T7 "k 37??", 77k77 Tpk? 7^ (^0k07?0) ak 77^ 7W 37 k% k "k 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part]]—Src. 3(ii)l 


3Tmf" ^ Tflcir t, ^5^ '^3TlcT (^O^O^Qi^cTO) sfk Rflil^T W 

(^OTltO^O^'EO) ^ ^ rEM 'tniR ^ ^ « 3Tf^ t, 3^ 3?cT 

«IRr 3 ^ 3W^ (3) ^ ^-CT ^ ^ ^ ^ TR^ ^TcT^ 

^ f 7T^ 3#Tg;^ 3lWWT ^ RRT 4 ^ ajrTifrT ^ ^ 3n^ ^ 


[WO TTO 8/22/2001-wro^o-l] 

^W'l'fcT 3?f?Tg^^^ vrr^ ^<ch|< ^ 5^ 3?teRT ^ ^ 3Wf 3TfllfWT ^ 

WR5^3Wn'(l)^rf^f^W^6fWTWT, 2001 ^3RTTIO W031T0 1196(31) 

Wt # 2ft-cTTf^ ^ aif^I^TW ?T1 Wfl W 4R TI^ % WR RfRJT % ^ 3^^ 

^ Tm wift-^ wifw WTR t w ^ I 3WT aft^rgYRT w mg 

t:- 


aif^i^mir 


f^gfm 6 t^^rwT, 2001 

W031T0 1196 (31) - [cR>.^ f^iiicfjcRtf (Pl^i^T^r) 3ftij|^r?TTl, 1967 (1967 

w 37) ^ mn 5 ^ gmiRT (i) -srt w 31 %! ^ -^Rwr 

fm wii RfnijT ^ ^ grj^ Ti^ ^ ^ 

^wjfwmnmtoiwg^, ^ci^^srt, 

f^^3MaM^rRm‘f^f^W^!)mm(PfmTtT)3lf^^ I 


[wo mo 8/22/2001 -WIO^O-I] 

mf^" 








: STOTWr 
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3mr^ 2:30 ^ ^ ^ ^ fw w ^rr i 19 

2001 ^ ^ W 5!Tr aifefWT ^ ^JRT 4 3WO (2) % 3^ 


^ ^ ^TtfOT ^ ^itf^ % ^ faR ^ ^ rtltt^ 


% 30 ^ TO felfe^ ^r W3ir ^ ^ 



"■RI^ ^ ^ 3IIRT# TORt Smfrt^ltR^ 3lrff (■qt0^0^0)3fk 

TT^Rfe 3;0T lT4t^K<1 3^ (3TRO?ro^O), R34^ Jj H ^ 

(^0’^0^0R3f;0), fj 4tcr^5?HTt 91^ STP^ WT^fRT4^ C^03tR0i0''^^0^0^) 3^ 
TO?^ 307 "tg 3JPRf", ch'P^fTW (^#0%) 3^ 307 

awf” ^ ^ tot I, ^qrait^ ^ 3^ ofTO: 

(OOORtOO^OOR^O) ^ 4R^fe70r (fWO^T) 3^1^^fR^7I7, 

1967, f^ ^ 37 Mwt ^ to t, ^ ?7RT 4 5^ STOTT (2) % TOT 3^ SR^ 
>lrlfi^K RtfeTT ^ 40^ ^ TO f4T % ?TT itfeT% ^ ^ ^ TOtTJ % 30 ^ 

■tofcTfeTT^rTOTiTTOO I 

^ ^ ^ oTT^ ^ ^ ^ xrfijiy tf-,jT^ 

^ TOTO ^ ^r 3Tf^^ ^ tlfrof^ tr^ 31^511^ ^ ^ 

RT TOf^ ^TTOiTT wd qr 1■groc# mm gw ^\ TO 

Tm %, ^ ^ r^4) f^on RTvS^a/S^'Ulcim < % ^FTTqfel4l ^ RtlZTT ^ 3?! StM cTWT 
^3% '4(I<1 f^4l WRT^f^'s I 

RtW ^ 39%0 STO^ Tirot % ^72Tf?T% SR TORt TO 
^ 30^ TO SR% TOifeT^, ^ f,-^r Rfrof^ jro ^ ^ TOTOqf ^ 

Wfro^TTOT'RtlTTfl^lTOTOr'^nf^ I 

^RtfeTT ^ ^ f^ 3^ 3l4.7rvici TO^, W]^ 3^ TRITf^ ^ ^ Ih^ 3M % ^ 
TOl?%gt7TT3TOm^5T«g^^ctTO I 30% TOTT^; ^ TOTT^ ^?TT 
sTlronr % Tf%^^ % ^7%^ % of%R fr^ Tirgo %t TO # 

•^'iftl I iPi I'i'l i I i f 11 f~\ i V __V _ ^ ^ r« <1. 


TTTO 3fk 0%T TT^ TTTO %r TJTOfn^ 

TT^^oO TIIRJJi) TOr^d I ^^TRT^t 3fkTO^^^^TO%^f% 

THM %t ^ TtW % 3 Rg 3 tro TO'I 
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THE GAZETEE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


|PAi< III-—Sec. 3(ii)1 


^Rfnnj7 I 

3FT^ 13 2002 ^ 3m^ 4.13^ 2TfHfcT 455iT 3t0 243,- fcik 

TT^:3TTi,fe^^-^5T^TTEn,'?lT?[T|:^iEFf,4^fe#^n0003^r^ I" 

19 fW^, 2001 ^ 'TTT^r Sl^ETnir ^1 TFI 3ETT ^f-TT, mTH ^3TW, t]? 
^3lel4 ^ '4IT^ ^ 3?tT if t I 2002 ^ 'gcfRfM ’RR 4R% 3IT^ ^ 

-3159Ten[ ^ 3R ^ 7T^ I ^ T4 ?e(WlT ^Jf ^O^RTO (ij?), 

^>#1^: 4134=41, ^ETef ^ ^ 'HfR^T 4144 ^ 3ltT ^ R 414441, 2002 4^ 4454 4>4 41 I 

3lf44143T ^ ^ 5c3''-h4lHi ^ 3114R 44 13 41444t, 2002 4^ fHHfofed 311^44Tjifr^l 1444 24 - 


"W 3fe<u( 5 19 1441R4, 2001 ^ 4? 1^ 24 14445; ^irtal4 

(1441434) 31141499, 1967 41414 ^dWIO (2) 3^441^4Tdfj4TRTlfi444^ 

^11^ 394(41 41JIcJHI 911 =^r24l W4l ^4^ ?414Y241 ^ Wfl ^ ^ r44l43'% 30 1^^ 31^: 
r^f^d ^1 ^ 4434 ^ 44 ^ ^ 1 ^^- 34 ^ | 


19 Pl4n^, 2001 ^31[^{el^31^^<U|^3^g^3)^qT^ii-^-;rp^T^^3^ 

fc;^?T4T 11 VfiTcfil, 2002 ^ ^ ^4444411 y^^cT 
?rrt^7p4 24 I ^el4Rl£l%313444^4R44T^4ft454 41^ 
3T^fW4v4^?ll44lll^3lf?14r04^ 19^4^, 2001 ^ 34^ ^ 3T34T4W # 3TR?4i^ 

^4f^yi4 41% I ^ ^ 30^1^ 11^ TplJT 4TR1 414qFR ^ 4^ 

IdnloRdd +14 c)|^4^ :_ 


(i) 



2 414^^, 2002 ^ 3ll47HT^ 


4441^^1 3 4144^, 2002 ^ilM 44111^^ 4^ 2lt (3?3 cTT44^-I ^ 


ID I 


(ii) 4ftriy: ¥<ch|< ^ 45lPl^VI4 ( 4 f& 154 ), ( ^^yfd ), 

3^ 31^1^ (4j^d, Blsrif='c1, 243444 4^ c4^r4c44) ^ 14^ l!!^]' 24 

1^ t 43^ 34^ 4143^ ^ ilM 4141^ ^ f^ 34^^ 

45 ^ I if ftyl? 31 jHRdi-irr ^ viii ^r ^ 4 ^ 11 



[•HFrll—ig^3(ii)] 
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^ ^ ^MNK ^ ^ % TJlW ^ ^ t Iwt 

JX^ ^ 3TlT % (TJ?), t#T3T WM^, WWX 'SFT 8 

Wt, 2002 ^ ^ 5c1>HIHl -g^ TM ^ ^FTMT 3,4 artl 5 ^ ^ 

Rhi^'^K - 


"3. 

^^^21 f<^H<, 2001 ^^^0 8/22/2001-^0^0~[ TO I ^ 

xj 

w ^ TO ^ ^ ^ 3Tq^ o/4^k 1 arw ^r ^ 21 . 12.2001 % 

3M<Vd 3 ^TOCt, 2002 6/1(4)2001-8 ^ TO (1) 

3f^ TTf&l^ (2) TlfnrjT ^ Fit 3qi■^4dl' (fTO ^rd(-^3) 3T1 t (3) 

^ifwgr ^ ^ 3T?if^ ^ 3T^ ^ ferr t Tiif^ % 21 . 12.2001 ^ 
34 <14-6 w ^ 3?^;^ ^ 3ijeK ^ UdiRri, wIto dTOT aftr 3 ^ 
cFMtT 3T[tt 3^ 30^ 34-d ^ Mdfkl <17^)1 'RfrPTT ■3ffT ^ 

3tf^ ^1^51 ^ t # ait^J^TTTJr ^ 7l3R^ TO Tffr^ TOF^ 7iTT3% 

^3iR(^2it; 1) Itro 3TriTf (%^o^o) 3frr ?7 h>?-: 7 ^ 317 ^:^ .^tij 

r<4V^^M<1 ^ (3TrT0%^0). ^3TTO TlTOf fdd/^ l d 

(■^OTO^O^O), MImc-O fTTO^TRft "qj^ 3TfT7 TO^IFF (%)3nT0^0% 
^0^0) 3#7: ?7^ ^TTO 3m "fe 3imf", (%o%%) 

3ftT 3m ^ 3^" ^ T^fiTf]- m^TtcT ^TOT ^ 

(^o^o^omro) 3TtT tTO^t ^Tr^mi wxx (mro^imroTO)) i 


4 . 4ru|)^< <|vj^4 '?! ■'.4)1 / ^ TJf PtWT WT % ^-^iFTPT WfMP' ^r dtfe# 


■q^qlro 7]^ ?jf 3Tf (1 > qlci-Hi'fim ti 
^ 3 ^TOTt, 2002 


fro 2 ^ETOT, 2002 -afiT (2) 

m i 


5 . 34 m 31^;^ ^ag^RUfTf 3^3 3ffeTU[$ 19/12/2001 ^3TT^ 4?) 

3E5TO3I^ Hr'J|^< mmTTOR331^m TOTf^T m I 

Tm TO’, 3ETT TiRjd qq 3MTl4d qC'I'ETI-HI, RjI-O^ m^'T 31TcTM4)' m mTO mr 
t, 3^ Tffujy 3i7m TOTT, mro ^ Tr^fTTi Tif-m 
3)J Cfl^ 0 i 1 dT)’ ^ TO) 33: TO t I 


3e^<g4]4 11^ TOT TTOT, TOm ^ 3lfTOT#r qq 30 TOfO , 

2002 ^ 3Tf4E3^ ^ FcH'ETIHI 8 TTO), 2002 ^ TOT ^ fw TO t I W 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartII-—Sec. 3(u)1 


(PTcIRW) 1967 

2001 ^ TOT ^03Tr0 1124(3T) ^ ^ 

TOT 4iT Ito ?T[ I ^ePF^T^r ^ 'TO ^ 11^ ^ TOTR ^ 

3^ TO 3 ^TORT (3) ^TO^TOTO?TtoTt ‘qtf^ 

ferr t ^ 3Tf^J^jRTTR, 34H 3 TMtot ^ TO 4 % TO, ^ ^ f^ 311^ % 
3TWTR TTro^ y+TO^ cTTfTT^%^#Tt I ^TOTI^T ^ ^ ift 3c^ t 

^TO^rT^^3Tf%T^TOHfR^3I^TTT4^K^^^^lt^4^^3TTlf^^^s^rrTf^ 
g? arf^T^TO ^ cTI^ TO^ ^ 3TTTO4I TOT 33T 7T^ afrr TOT TOR ^ 

3Tf^4H[ ^ difnel 4)TI^ ^ Rrl^ PlHfdRdrI <+i|(cII^4?r:- 

(^) ^3Tf?T^TOf^TTO I f^TOT, 2001 TOfWT 14 

RTOT, 2001 

.3TT5TO^TOGTt^9fTOTO7T: 3 Tt[cTTO-I 3fR H'TT t I 

('T3') ^ srt^T^^RT T[f&[^ 7TT4iR ^ ^ 3Tt|^ TTT^T^ TITO?‘SR^lf^RT 4?T cRlT 

:gtO^O% (^TfRJT), Hf^ ^ 3TTf0^0 (3TT^^) 

3Tf^4iir<'^l, IH^VI+1, 4rHHU|4), 5Mi|el ^ (3j|ch|VMIufl) 

3ffT ^ ;2f^ 3TV!^ ^ ?7T 3Tf^^ ^ oTOT TOT-TOT 4R^ ^ 
fTOf^frooTjTO^-in) I 

(R) ^HImPcI, RT^l'flQTMl 3ftT RT3^% gtri^4(^f % ^ TPT71^3TJ^ 

^ ITO tot R^fro ^ RR^y 3Tf^^ TOW TOT 

4^1 33^fRTt^3T5RTO~IV%VI4Tt I 

(R) FFTH ■^, RI34R, WITT 4fTOT, fsjt^T, 3^ ^ 

^fro 3TRl!iT^ ^ 3TM# RTOlt ^ fRTO TOT RlfW 4R^ 
41# 3Tf?FgTO 44 TOW TOT-TOT 4R^ ^ TO TO I 3Wr ft^ 
(WTR4f^TO4^T^fWT) 3T4TOTR--VII ^XIRtI I 

3JFt^Wfm^ II mi, 2002 4^3TRTO4,15R^4R^^fTOR?RTWr^5lTO 

TOfcTORRT I 

11 Wf, 2002 ^ arfWTR ^ ^ HlRc^ ^ ^ I ’HlPiT) rflHld TOR ^ 

^ ^ cRf4d Rfwy It 3TO^ TTTOlf ^ 3TtT % 3RfeRT 4^ f3?! I TOTOT 3T RT 



[Mmn—•qriy3(ii)] 


'TOT twnr : 3TONRW 


9 


^^efWTTWcT^^3T^’TOr^wfT^f^PTcTW^'ST^^^ft^?TfWW I 
31T^PTHcjdt :- 


"Acrf qfui5Ti^3^rT%^'lt^fe^3?RT I cFg?fR3^^ 

itrtt ^ w “RttiTj?: ^ ^ ^ ^ #T ^ ar^ 

5<r1'+)dlHI !J<:^c1^ cmrar^TTd'^Wf^^f'^^TW ';<rdl^'dl ^3rf^'5R3rT^ I 

I 


^ HlHel ^ 3Tilcll '^l(c||{ 4 3T^, 2002 ^ 3T^TTT^ 4.15 ^ ^ 


11 ■PTI^, 2002^ iJr^Ti<'^ ^-4^4 tl<4)K cmr'RftT5^:TR^^4 3T^ 2002^^ 

^ ^nr4t 333 Tr^^” ^ ^ 3i^3Tqfoi^ ^ Tf^ i 

ft^4 3T^, 2002 311^f^R^f;. 

’^■iTO m ^ W ^ 3llT % ^ 3J^ 

1^ R11 TT^ % to 3^^^^^ 4^ ^ t ^ wr 

W tr 31T^ ^ to^ 11 3^^ 2002 ^ 3TXRT^ 4.15 ^ ^ |j 
f^^4)«i»&R:t^'^ I" 

^^ HlHdl II 3T^, 2002 ^3TW Tit Tlfni^4^ tor 

^ 3rFgTT^^wi rtt i 


1754GI/2002 —2 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA . EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


15 2002 ^ ^ 3TR¥Tf^ ^ W I J 5 3T^, 2002 ^ 

TffrJI^ TTHT ^ ^R^cT ^ ^ W I rRTTPr ^ ^ 

3i^s^lHruiP^| ^ % 3t^ ^ ^ ^ITRifr I ^IRfT^^RW'HYn'^RfTnT^^ 

+<^^3T3itfrr^TT^ I 15 3?^^, 2002 ^ 3TI^ t- 

"TTfni^T TT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ tor 3TtecTT ^ t ^ 

^TR?T ■y<=EK TTfnrjT 7j;j;rf ^ 3#^^ ^ t 3^^ 3n^_3TtI^f 

HHcii % ^r ■q#?T^ i'> ittcT^hwt cRTt 

Hrui4,< srnTR^TTSft^ WT^^^r^3irclR^rl ^eTFnTTT3R^t 
3^ 3RT^ % TT?^ g-^cl ^ fclT | ^nTcT¥(^^'n^ 3RT^ 

iJt^d i 

^ RRT^ 30 3Tt^, 2002 ^ 3^1^ 3.00 ^ ^ ^ f^ 

^ I" 

30 3#T, 2002^>i^1'di I 3TT|^^ 

ciTfhi 6 < 2002pmfRcr^Ti^ 130 3 t^, 2002 ^ 3 ti^ 
i- 


"HI^I^< ^fq&n 3Tftj<^rll ^ I 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3^ 31Rir I T^ftri^T TI^ Tm ^ ^ cl^ ^ 

■^T^T^^^Trqr I 

6^7^, 2002 ^amr;^ 4.00 

3TM^ ^TO4^ ^ ^ 3^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ 

TMt I 



[WT]]—■J3r^3(ij)] 




f^RT^6T{^, 1 

t ^ Wt^ t fe Sl^lMcJi^l ^ MpdfcirW ^ f 3i^ 

W ?T[f^ ^ -(H^chK 13 HcjUj^, 2001 

3^ rf^ ^ 3e^ ^^T3T 3f^ #rn f^ ^ 3TTW: ?3TT 4 3T^, 


(fH4Kui) 3l|^jf^, 1967 ^ cTM 
cIM^fll^TPlT Sir I ?^T 




cIM ^ Ri 4I W ?1T I ?^T eclMiHIH 4^ »it tR W, '3T^ Tlf^, '^IRcT TTWl, ’'Jf ^ 

f^CTll ■5ITT ^ Tii t I ^ ^ ^ I ^pJIH,! 7T^ str 3Tl1^ra[T# ^Tf 

Plqi'iH eh<r^ f I 'Ji?l ^o?l'i ^ 66% ^ 3r)T §'Mci 'E1T31’^r 33W ^1^^ 

'Ji3^'<9qi 3mT arkTrfer anf^^ciiaj^l ^ I ^^ ^ 11 ^ ^ 

'^MciH] ^ 3IM^ ttM^W % t I ^ePRT^r ^ 3TOT 3jdMMciir<;<!l)’ ^ 


■W(3TR0%tTTp0); 


■=5W^ H^MCI 3fi3 (■^O^O^O^O); 

Rqle^^hO TTi^ 3if^ w#n^ (^^t03rR0E 
4^0el]M(4^ +^Pltti ^ ); 

^3Tl^ ^ (%0^0^0^0); 3^ 

Hpui^^ mI^c^ rdq^^H 3ir3-(xiiro%^OWO) I 







? I ir 3rcrTOT^^ ? R ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II^Sec, 3(ii)1 


t ^ t I ?eFFTI^r ^ 3I3?IR ^ ar^fTcl^ ^?DT3^ ^ % 

t I! % t ^ RT TOT ?T^ ^nt ^ 

’TTTfT t aTEfTT #r ^ ^ ^ 3^ 3TTf^ ^ ^T fcT^ ^1 

f?TO 8 UldHJ, 1980 ^ ^ Vlfd-d’^li) 3 tMwt, 1959 % TO T?TO ^ ^ 

3TW ^ fro W m I f^RT^ 26 3T^^, 1979 ^ RtO^O^O, ^Qt^RO^W), 
%3TR0^0Rt0^0^ 3^1 ^#oitO ^ 3 TWr?T^ ^ ^TTTT 3 ( 1 ) % TO ^ ^ 

RlftTTfroWRT I r^%?^T#m^R§TOITwt3TlT%^rTO3DTt^AT^^rj^TOR 
f I f^TRT^ 13 RTOT, 1999 ^ 3Rr W 3TcTO^ ^FT8H1' ^ ^ ^oitO^eTO^O ^ ift % 
^f^H) ^‘'l 6 H^Tf^lTOfr?TT?TT I 

?cPERT^ |i 3T2?TR 3TeTRTW^ #>73^ 3T^ ^ “qilH % 31^1^ ^ ^ 7% t 3 |)t 

WcT ^?WT % 3TTT^ c=T^ Wfl'771^ % ^grSTT W 3^ 3Nt-ifj-I I 3 ^ 

Tirdpclitr^r ^ ^ VS^ ^ ^TTO ?R ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I WHftsjrT^T^tT^ 

5f^m ^ (Tl? ill<lR-!})’ ^-mif ^ Tll^ 

59)l(?f ^rql ^Tj^ eHltlch 'll';R9l ^ ^FT ^^3^ ^ 3R^ RFT ^ 3TTit % ■cpTT 

^fW«TT I 3d^SRr^W7^ld<cl7 ^hRi 4) WTcfT dddl t I ??7DJ3Rt% (Jclld ^TRc^ 
^ ijgPd ^ TTrlT -d^dl t I‘'' 1 ? ^ tTO’TT^T f Tjf^ ^ 3TERqT tf -q^ ^ 

3ff^ ^ ^ fW W (TT t 3TtT^ ^ 7?W ^ ak W 3^ ^ 3k 3Tl71^ 3TcT^f^ 
^?TOT^^r7T^3RS^TO^kTr I 

17T? ^ ^ t tiT tM ^ ^ f^ ir TTfuigr f^ ^ 

akf^ ^ kR kr^ TDiB^ ^ TOf^ ^ f^nk ^ 

3TR^ak^RTTk wk^ak 37 m33n71 
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jm ^ ^ ^ WIT ^ dll+'^'TO^O^O^O (3TT^0^0) ^ 

I^TT^^r^TT^3Tk3q^W^TTg^^t^^ 

I 


?cI'WI^ ^ 3T3^TR ^''Id^l' ^ Tf^ fl^IT ^ <ill<qd1 ^ ^^TW 1997 % ^ 

3^ "grsrrf 3|T^ TjTT I ^ 



wn 

Tn^TRoqfeT 


1997 

220 

129 

67 

1998 

176 

114 

57 

1999 

230 

138 

63 

2000 

185 

116 

41 

2001 

190 

69 
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“qT^ w I aT'c^Midcti’^ ^||cIh 1 % aro ^tIt ^ 3pt ar cHMMci i .^ 


".%^o^o/3Trro1toTT^o TOfe ^ ^tprt ^ 

HHai ^ ^ fnaid ^T^ ^ 7^ t I ^O^O^O^O 

3TTtff arh: w^o^ow ^ <a(M(rti'i ^^f i 

^ 0 ^ 0 ^ 017^0 ^ ^07Tt0%, 1t03TR0%(M)^() afiT ^()^()T7^0^0 (^1^ fl^) % 

arw wf? ^TW ^ ^ I ^owi^o^o artr tt^o^t^to 

■^Tto^O(^O) mr 1990 ^ ^Tferf W (3TT^0%aTR0T^^0) ^ 7M 

I 3TT^0%aTRO^O^3m7T^?^%3^TT#T^^^^ 
"5^ 'Ti^di t I 6i<?ii(^' anfo^oamow) arf^ ■9 'ht:t 7ITH fTiT 

ark ^OT^oTTTTo^o % TTapif ^:r Tjt^w fen I i afe 

3n^o%aTROT3?no an^jar ^ ^ t y-ndnirOcf, i^it^ ij- ;EmfeT ^ f^ 
fet§ ^ ^^roffert iwt^. ntoaTRo^o, nto^o^o, arRontowo afk 
■^O^O^O^O ntje^T (^O'^O^OWO) ^ ^¥TT 

3nTOTcn^fe?n^nT^^ffeT?^^t i" 









['HFTll—•grjg3(ii)] 


'TOT ^ "OTm ; aTOTtrOTT 


15 


"(i) I 

(ii) mcT 3Tk ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ if 

Wfl'WTl' I 

(iii) 3^3^?^^^^^f^^TR^ 

(iv) o^jq^ip^^i, ^ ^ aiRfe 

3T^^-'^^3fh:^WT%R-g^^R!T I 

(v) ^ >jqTTi<. T]^^^alk 3% wl^"^ affr^^ 

(vi) ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TRI1^1^ 

3ikiteik[?^^'5fr’RT I 

3t?r^ ^ ^ ar^ ^ 3^ 3^ ^ 3^ % 

^vi-H 3^ anrit^Tif^^ ^ 3 jm ^ ^ mhj 

TOFI" 


Bipjcf rt % w ^mr wmtf^ sjMm ^ %rRr 3 s^jrt ( 3 ) % ^ 

^ ??RT 3 ^ 3W^ (I ) ^ 3trr^ ^()^()^0/3R()TTt0^(), ^() 3 R()^ 0 %^ 0 % 0 , 

^OtRO^O^O, ^033t0%, ^O^O^O^O 3^^ ^Ot-cTO^O ^ ^ ^ 

3TFt ^ 3T^ ^ f^ m f^ ^^ ^ f?r^ 3#j^ ;3T[f^ ^ 

W?^T I WRW^3T3^R. 3q^3#^ 13 W¥^, 

2001 ^^oarto 1124 (^) ^ rr?rr^ 3 Rl'^#ni# 1 


WT-tl^ ^ 3R^ j % VIJI WTT t I I 3?R0%^0^0^0^0, 

^O^O^O^O, %3MOWo^O^, ^0#0^0 3Th: T^IT0%3^0T^0 TO3 
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^5: I Wll 

TITTOTTtOW)/it0^0^0 13 TW, 1999 ^ 31 2001 ^ ^ 

fw w t I ^ ^ 3T?r 3T^ ^ ^kR Tkrait ^ ^ ^ 449 jrm 

^gYRT ttqtjf 44 fT44^ W t I Ml if ^O^OTeTOMTO TFT3T WfJ 13 TW:, 
1999^31 2001 I 34TT 3Rkl ^kH f^ 

290 vm ^r kkkf ^ ^ i wt-4t % ^ iv ^ %3 iro^o^o^o^o -stit 13 

44^, 1999%31 ik, 2001 44^TR3TWJt44kRTT4Tt I 34TT414kr%4kR 
f4R^ 161 WT ^gjRT fW 4Tf ^ Tj^ lT4?tv^r^04k0^0^0RTTf?Rt4^ 13 44T4T, 1999 
%31 Tf^, 2001 44^f^R^3TT?T^4444kTf^'44Tt I ^^4^^TR147 WT 
I VI# 1344^, 1999#3I 4^, 2001 rlR4^3T4f#^ 

^#0#0%TkT^R4f^443NTWt^f4T^44444#I ?R3Rt###kR?^ 

129 VROaikoaiRO^^Tr^ sfr l Vll # 13 44^, 1999%31 4^, 2001 4^3T4t# 
^ 4)<H ^^O^O*2^04R0 #434 &[<( 1^4 44 3T4T14t 4# fTOJrT ^M<Til<] ^ 4^ ^ fTl^ 

#4R03Tk03TR0 44f^4^#f | 

4ftJT3T 4T44T# Wl#4 41^#4R#4fW5TTR44T, F444f^#^4kl4(TJ^) #t 
^0440 % 44 4TW 44 4141 t I TOr-44 # W 414 4^ 4?^ 4lf t % 4f^'I3T # 

3TT4414T4 ^ 44W 4^4^#4RT^t3lk44#^ 344T# #43#f 4T44: 

#r04R040/3TR04t04R0, #r031TT0^04t0 40#0, '^04404^044)0, #J04r^0#04R0, ^0#t0#t0 
-m 44^04R04R0 ^ 4?^ 4^ t I W 4TW 44 ^ aiJUTT 54 #43#r 44 ^794 3^44 t 

4r^l^'l ^ 4R4 # 3Tef4 44# 4R T4TT4-'5npr4T 44R TTHI ^44"# Wf4cT 4434 1^3^44^ 
TJ4 453# ^ f^, # #434 3#45 #T 45FJ4t 44# 45T t, ## 4#4f 4^ ^441, 344 41441 # ^ 
43451# 45#4lk#t, ;gf^ 441 fTSll 45l1#4t 4fl4 f##4-4Tl#r 4# ??4T 45341, l45#4t # f#4 


43451# 45#4lk4t, WTlf## 441 #414 4k4T# % 444# 451 314^34145341 I R 3143# #1 3R# 
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^RTRtr ^ 3iU 3^, fe w-T-'q^ ^f f^ t, pRifdf^fr f: - 


I. ■qr^Rf ^FjyqRRf |tr 7^ 3^ (-qloWTOR)) 

(^) nfui^^ ^ 'Hlld % ^C'lM '+)<^l 3|1 t3RR717R 

C?^) J^; TJM^RR; 

('H') ^:^f%Tir wr y,ni’l'’'ll ^ ^ ^ T|^ ^ -q- r| ■c)',7-|f 3^ 

3^^3nTR^R[-^^TRT^{l|^ I 


II. ■^rjRT 3ffTT wrata ( 403IR0^0^0^() ) 


(^) Hpui^^ ^ mcT ^ ^RTT 3^ 3# TT?? ^ ^ ^T 

WPTTTTOT; 

(^) Ttwr-3^fw^-#Trw#^WRTm[# 

(tt) I 

HI. (^OtRO^O^O) 


(^) 

(^) 

(^) 


^1^^ 3fk '3^1^ TF5% ^ fiiciict,< 3rg^ WT WT^r wPr 

't)<HI; sftr 
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IV. w (^ ) 

(^) qfaiijj' tjtft i\ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

(^) T^T't^’rfT ^ Ri'-l c+)<hi | 

V. +iMd^m+ ^ (^(Fiiomo) 

(^)- wM '<1^ ^ i-'i d:Idl ^ ^Ipqd a^HI; 

(7^) 4ii 1IHI i-||c|-, ^ #rj| 7^ WIR ^ Tkl^ ^FTTT; 

(F) 3FTlTT%^^?l'^,Tit3^r^7^^t,TM^^F7IT; 

(F) ^frr^7>ari^^l WI 

VI. Tffbrjr Tfiw w (vTToltot^o^o) 

(^) ^iPoTiFr '^eil ^ ^ ^ 4)KU| T^rit^dl TliiW ^ UMRI ^ ^ 

Os. 

v^wTitl^w aHiy.Jiii 

^ ^ Ffniy: Iff? 77IT W t 

FFOltOFeTO^O ^ ^IRTIT I 

(^) THfilPd I 

(5) TftTtr ^ ^ f^#T FP7# % RW ^ ^ 

Tftf^3lk^l4sI)H^^f7^F^rc(Tl +14 ^Pd I 
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(^) artr ^ ^ ^ ^ m 4 

^ I ^ dH '^Q'?! ^ lHuf<L| fcflff 1% <^c:i-cjU 1 h(^^?TT ^ d d 1 '■’. 'n'¥i 

I" 

^erWr ^ 3T3W^, 13 W^, 1999 % 31 2001 ^ ■31#T ^ ^ 

3tn3if ^ 1175 'W^ ^ ^ !^r 1 2612 ^ ^ ^^5^ fnrt^ ^ 

-g^-qt-i (kd^fdd ^T ^d'-hHIH Nf'^d t I ^d'hHlM % B^TIF, TTFT^ 

■fmr ^ dyclKl ^'dcn1 ^ ^ frrnfOFt ^ 'Ht, 3^ W ^ ^ 

^ ^ I ^ ^ c3WT 211^^1, %2 WT ^ 

^ ^r W^ 4 t I ^ oFdr^'tptr ^ fnrr^/Trwn ^ 

^fMeffW 31^ %3 (y^rl Vt 1 31Ft ^3 ^ 7# -ifr Tjj^ 7^ ^fij 

■Rf^TJT ■0 '(.chi < cT?JT ilTTcT 7FW ’SRT ^ 7% TPHtFi ^ =1PT^, 3TTT3T 

TO^^r7W^3^7%rr<'T[^tir7ri^^7]f^j7it^T]ff 1 


^fiJi 4,7 ^ 3]JdP^f 71' \6H\ ^ oFrirdf'^ % ^r ^71 ^jT^iTfTTfr 


-^991^1 TT’TTTt ?7f 'BlM^TFi % rT^d TFR" ^iF'I'd f^ ^ % ^Fl-.l 4 

^ TtdTeP7 4" 3?^ Trf^, 'qjTTf TTTdT^, # m’h^A ^ "3JeT" ’TPr^-^^ 71^41 ]l^,v\. I 44 Y11 ^4 7^ 
W^'T-’^d' d7 TfTTj f afir y/f d^O’^’TlO 4^4, TT^^d TlfTR C']?) TffT^’j^ ■^rtf^'T % ?ittv 4 -Ti 

^'-^41 TO TO 34^ 1, Tfr/2 tM %3 TO TO 34fTOf^f ^ W4^99f ^f?71 ItoI 94 Y4 

'WTT TOirr 99 3TOTO 9479 ^ 9K W 34fW3JT 99 99 t f94 TffuiTp r^Tt 7>47f;jFTj 

9^9 ^TO 9 34TO TO ^ TO TOttT 399 ^ 33lTOt 9939 f9TO744- 74 rjtf ? 9-9 9 '399 
^ TOrf ^ TO: 9/99 99TOi, 7179971 TO^iTOt 94 fd^irTT >794 7% TfyiT 377 iir 

fc'cTiT ^ 7% f ailx ^ 74^79 147 749(5^^ 74199) ^ 34997R, ITOtTI ^9- TO4 74471 ^ ^ITO^ry 
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TfTfTH 5?wwir afrr cct ww w<\ ^ M 

I I 3^ ■>',*75^ WT ^ ^ TIWT TTm HpJjy: TT^ 

7?^ W[73^#?77fff^77Tt I3TI^ ^ 

I 7T ^ ^gy^, ^^^HT^T^TTTfwqTTf^^ 

t, ^ ^ 3 !M^ THTH^ IRT ^ 7 # ^ 7 ^ I I fmi 7 T ^ TT 7 # t ^ i#iy: 

TT77TR77Trf?7^Tn7TTlRTft^^r7^^7f^7T71Jr^fW^W I 

Tf&iy TI^ cM ^ TTTTTT mr 3TtoT[ ^ Tm 77^ 

3?f^W 77 77^ TTTTTI ^ fl-THTIcHII (fTTRW) 3Tf7l777, 1967 ^ 777 TfTJT ^ 

3771^ 7'ldHt ^f^rc|'(?«S 777 Hlf^d ^7 71^% ^-*471 77771 I 3T7: 7R7777iR'5r7 
ItTI^ IBTTRT, 2001 ^ 3#-7J77T7703T!'0 1 124(3T) ^TufTTHTIT^ 7T I 

70/- 

(3?f7cl^f^) 

10 7^.2002 (177177) 3T!777TF 

T^f^ 

[U 8/22/2001-TFT^-I] 

•y7'S giHK, ■Hf7q 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

(N.E. Division) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 31st May. 2002 

S.O. 583(E).—The following is published for general information :— 

THE UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES (PREVENTION) TRIBUNAL 

consisting of Hon’ble Mr. Ju.stice Anil Dev Singh, 

Judge, High Court of Delhi, New Ddlhi. 


In the matter of 


Di:CLARATrON OF THE fv?Fni7 EXmf-MIST ORGANISATIONS OF MANIPUR, 



[MFTII—73TO3(li)] 
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namely, 

1. The People's Liberation. Army generally known as the PLA and its political 
wing, the Revolutionary People’s Front (RPF); 

2. The United National Liberation Front (UNLF); 

3. The People’s Revolutionary Party of Kangleipak (PREPAK) and its armed 
wing, the “Red Army”; 


4. The Kangleipak Communist Party (KCP) and its armed wing, also called the 
“Red Army”; 

5. The Kanglei Yaol Kanba Lup (KYKL), and 

6. Tlie Manipur People’s Liberation Front (MPLF) 

TO BE UNLAWUL ASSOCIATIONS UNDER SUB-SECTION (1) OF SECTION 3 
OF THE UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES (PREVENTION) ACT', 1967 (37 OF 1967), 

AND 


In the matter of 

REFERENCE UNDER SECTION 4(1) OF TOE UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES 
(PREVENTION) ACT, 1967. 


ORDER : 

On November 13, 2001, the Government of India in the Ministry of Home 
Affairs, in exercise of the powers conlerred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 (37 of 1967) (for short ‘the Act’), issued 
a notification, being S.O. 1124(E), whereby the Central Government declared tlie 
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Meit^i Extremist Organisations, namely, The People's Liberation Army generally 
known as the PLA and its political wing, the Revolutionary People’s Front (RPF); The 
United National Liberation Front (UNLF); The People’s Revolutionary Party of 
Kangleipak (PREPAK) and its armed wing, the ‘Red Army’; The Kangleipak 
Communist Party (KCP) and its armed wing, also called the ‘Red Army’; The Kanglei 
Yaol Kanba Li^ (KYKL); and The Manipur People’s Liberation Front (MPLF), to be 
unlawful associations. The notification reads as follows > 


“MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 13*’’November, 2001. 

S.O. 1124(E). - Whereas the Peoples’ Liberation Army, 
generally known as the PLA, and its political wing, the Revolutionary 
People’s Front (RPF), the United National Liberation Front UNLF), the 
People’s Revolutionary Party of Kangleipak (PREPAK) and its armed 
wing, the “Red Arm/’, the Kangleipak Communist Party (KCP) and its 
aimed wing, also called the “Red Arm/’, the Kanglei Yaol Kanba Lup 
(KYKL) and the Manipur People’s Liberation Front (MPLF) (hereinafter 
collectively referred to as the Meitei Extremist Organisations) have 

(i) ^enly declared as their objective the formation of an 
independent Manipur by secession of Manipur State from 
India; 

(ii) been en^loying and engaging in armed means to achieve 
their aforesaid objective; 

(iii) been attacking the Security Forces, the Police, 
Qovemment employees and law abiding citizens in 
Manipur, 

(iv) been indulging in acts of intimidation, extortion and 
looting of civilian population for collection of funds for 
their organisation; and 
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(v) been making efforts to establish contacts with sources 
abroad for influencing public opinion and for securing 
their assistance by way of arms and training for the 
purpose of achieving their secessionist objective. 


2. And whereas, the Central government is of the opinion that for 
the reasons aforesaid, the Meitei Extremist Organisations and other 
bodies sot up by them, including the armed groups named above, are 
unlawful associations. 

3. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 
(37 of 1967), the Central Government hereby declares the Meitei 
Extremist Organisations, namely, the Peoples* Liberation Army; 
generally known as the PLA and its political wing, the Revolutionary 
People’s Ront (RPF), the United National Liberation Front (UNLF), the 
People’s Revolutionary Party of Kangloipak (PREPAK) and its armed 
wing, the “Red Army”, the Kangleipak Communist Party (KCP) and its 
armed wing, also called the “Red Army”, the Kanglei Yaol Kanba Lup 
(KYKL) and the Manipur People’s Liberation Front (MPLF) to be 
unlawful associations. 

4. And whereas, - 

(i) there have been repeated continuing and ongoing acts of 
violence and attacks by (armed groups and members of 
the Meitei Extremist Organisations) on the Security 
Forces and the civilian population; 

(ii) there has been an increase in the strength of the Meitei 
Extremist Organisations; 

(iii) there has been continued collection of funds/extortions 
and acquisition of sophisticated weapons; 

(iv) camps in some neighbouring countries continue to be 
maintained for the puipbse of sanctuary, training and 
clandestine procurement of arms and ammunition. 

5. And whereas, the Central Government is of the opinion that the 
aforesaid activities of the Meitei Extremist Organisations are 
detrimental to the sovereignty and integrity of India, and if these not 
immediately curbed and controlled, the said Meitei Extremist 
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Organisations would regroup and reami themselves, expand their cadres, 
procure sophisticated weapons, cause heavy loss of lives of civilians and 
Security Forces, and accelerate their activities aimed at secession of 
Manipur from India 

6, Now, therefore, having regard to the circumstances referred in 
paragraph 4 and 5, the Central Government is of the opinion that it is 
necessary to declare the Meitei Extremist Organisations, namely, the 
People^B Liberation Army, generally known as the PLA, and its political 
wipg, the Revolutionaty People’s Front (RPF), the United National 
Liberation Front (UNLF), the People’s Revolutionary Party of 
Kangleipak (PREPAK) and its armed wing, the “Red Army", the 
Kangleipak Communist Party (KCP) and its armed wing, also called the 
“Red Army”, the Kanglei Yaol Kanba Lup (KYKL) and the Manipur 
People’s Liberation Front (MPLF), as unlawful associations with 
immediate effect; and accordingly, ip exercise of the powers confeircd 
by the proviso to sub-section (3) of the said section 3, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the Notification shall, subject to any 
order that may be made under section 4 of the said Act, have effect from 
the date of publication in the Official Gazette, 

[F.No.8/22/2001-NE.ri 
SURENDRA KUMAR, JLSecy.” 


TTw aforesaid notification was followed by another notification of the 
Government of India dated December 6, 2001, being S.O. 1196(E), issued under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 5 of the Act, constituting this Tribunal for the purpose of 
a4judicating whether or not there is sufficient cause for declaring the Meitei Extremist 
Otganisatiofu of Manipur as unlawful associations. Ihe notification is as follows :- 


“MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 6*** December, 2001 

S.O. U96(E). - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of sectitm 5 of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 
1967 (37 of 1967X the Central Government hereby constitiAes ‘The 
Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Tribunal” consisting of Shri Justice 
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A.D. Singh, Judge of Delhi High Court, for the purpose of adjudicating 
whether or not there is sufficient cause of dcclai'ing the Meitei Extremist 
Organisations of Manipur as unlawful associations. 

[F.N 0 . 8 / 22 / 2 OOI-NRI] 
StJRENDRA KUMAR, JtSecy.” 


On receipt of the notification, resume of the case and other papers, the matter 
was placed before the Tribunal on December 18, 2001 when the matter was directed to 
be listed for preliminary hearing on December 19, 2001 at 2.30 P.M. On December 19, 
2001, notices were directed to be issued to the Meitei Extremist Organisations of 
Manipur under and in terms of sub-section (2) of section 4 of the Act to show cause in 
writing within thirty days from the date of service of notice. The order reads as 
follows 


“Notices be issued to the Meitei Extremist Organizations of 
Manipur namely the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) and its political 
wing, the Revolutionary People’s Front (RPF), the United National 
Liberation Front (UNLF), the People’s Revolutionary Party of 
Kangleiptdt (PREPAK) and its armed wing the ‘TR.ed Army, the 
Kangleipak Communist Party (KCP) and its armed wing also called the 
“Red Army”, the Kanglei Yaol Kanba Lup (KYKL) and the Manipur 
People’s Liberation Front (MPLF) under and in terms of sub-section (2) 
of section 4 of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 
(hereinafter called tlie Act) to show cause in writing within 30 days from 
the date of service of notice. 

Notices shall be served in the same manner as the notification 
had been served by the Central Government by serving through the daily 
National and Local newspjqjers circulated and published in Manipur as 
well as by broadcasting on radio and television. Notices should also be 
served by pasting the same on the Notice Boards of the offices of each 
District MagistrateA^ehsildar at the Headquarters of the District or 
Tehsil, wherever possible. 

Notices be also served on offices of the Meitei Extremist 
Organisations, aforementioned by publication in a daily newspaper 
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circulated in the locality where their offices arc situated in the State of 
Manipur and outside, if any. 

Necessary steps be taken for serving the notices, by publication, 
affixation and broadcasting within two weeks from today. Service 
Reports be filed in the office of the Registrar of this Tribunal, within two 
weeks thereafter, duly supported by affidavits of the concerned 
officors/officials who effected the services along with supporting... 

Meanwhile, Central Government and State Government of 
Manipur should produce relevant documents and other material in their 
possession on which they want to rely. The evidence by way of 
affidavits and supporting documents be filed in duplicate. 

Ordinarily, the sitting of the Tribunal will be at New Delhi. 
However, the sitting of the Tribunal would be in the State of Manipur or 
any other place as and when required. 

To come up on February 13, 2002 at 4.15 in the Committee 
Room no. 243, Second Floor, A-Block, Delhi High Court Building, Sher 
Shah Suri Marg, New Delhi*l 10003.” 


Pursuant to the order dated December 19, 2001, an affidavit of Shri Ram Phal, 
Under Secretary, Government of India in the Ministry of Home Affairs, on behalf of the 
Government of India, affirmed on Februaiy II, 2002, was filed to show compliance of 
the order. Similar affidavit of Shri Kh. Nctra, Joint Secretary (Home), Govt, of 
Manipur, Imphal, affirmed on Februaiy 8, 2002, was also filed by the State of Manipur. 
Taking notice of the affidavits, the following order was passed by the Tribunal on 
February 13, 2002 - 


"On 19^^ December, 2001, this Tribunal had directed notice 
to be issued to Meitei Exti'emist Organisations of Manipur under 
and in terms of sub-section (2) of section 4 of the Unlawful 
Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967, to show cause in writing within 
thirty days from the date of service of notice. 
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Pursuant to the order dated 19*^ December, 2001 and to 
show compliance thereof, an aiTidavit has been filed by Shri Ram 
Phal, Under Secretary to the Government of India, Ministry of 
Home Afl’airs, New Delhi, affinned on February 11, 2002. 
According to the affidavit, notices were forwarded by tlie Central 
Government to the Chief Sccretaiy, Government of Manipur, for 
taking necessary action, in accordance with the orders dated 19'^ 
December, 2001 of the Tribunal. It is also stated that the 
Government of Manipur took the following action for effecting 
service of the notices > 

(i) The notices were published in local newspaper, namely, 
Poknapham, dated 2"*^ February, 2002 and Sanai Express 
(Local Newsp£^}cr), dated 3^'* February, 2002 (Annexnre-I 
AH). 

01) Government of Manipur also directed Director General of 
Police (Manipur), Deputy Commissioner (Senopati), 
Superintendents of Police (Chandel, Ukhrul, Thoubla & 
Tamenglong) to take necessary action affecting the service 
of notices to the Meitci extremist organizations. These 
reports ar e at Annexures-lII to VIII. 

The affidavit is accompanied by the copies of aforesaid 
newspa|)ers’ cuttings containing the requisite notices. The 
affidavit is also accompanied by reports regarding semcc of the 
notices. 

The State of Manipur has also presented the affidavit of the 
Joint Secretary (Home), Government of Manipur, Imphal, affirmed 
on 8*^ February, 2002. Paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of the affidavit read 
as follows 


“3. That the Office of the Chief Secretary, Govt, of 
Manipur, received the letter bearing No. 8/22/200INE-I 
dated the Dec., 21, 2001 of the Under Secretaiy to the 
Govt, of India On receipt of the said letter, I, in my 
official capacity, have forwarded the above said letter of 
the Ministry of Home Affairs dated Dec. 21, 2001 under 
letter No. 6/1(4)2001-8 dated 3^'* January, 2002 to (1) The 
Director General of Police, Manipur, (2) All the Deputy 
Commissioners (District Magistrates) in Manipur, and (3) 
All the Superintendents of Police in Manipur along with 
sufficient number of copies of the said letter and notices 
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isegued by the Registrar of Tribunal to all tlie Meitei 
lixtremists namely, (1) tlie Peoples Liberation Army (PLA) 
and its political wing, the Revolutionary People’s Front 
(RPF), the United National Liberation Front (UNLF), the 
People’s Revolutionary Party of Kangicipak (PREPAK) 
and its armed wing the “Red Aiuiy”, the Kangleipak 
Communist Party (KCP) and it’s armed wing also called 
the “Red Army”, the Kanglei Yaol Kanba Lup (KYKL) and 
the Manipur Peoples Liberation Front (MPLF) for serving 
the notices by publication, affixation and broadcasting as 
instructed in the above said letter dated Dec. 21, 2001. 

4. That the Home Department, Government of 
Manipur , published the notices in two local dailies named 
(1) Tlie Poknapham dated 2"“* Feb., 2002, and (2) the 
Sangai Express on 3*^^ Feb. 2002. 

5. That pursuant to the said instructions and in 
compliance with the order dated 19*12-2001 of the 
Tribunal , the Govt, of Manipur complied witli the 
directions thereof” 

The aforesaid affidavit of Shri Ram Phal, Under Secretary, 
which is accompanied by annexures, and the affidavit of the Joint 
Secretary (Home), Government of Manipur, Imphal, show that the 
service has been effected on the Meitei Extremist Organisations. 

We may notice that an earlier affidavit of Shri Jatindertiir 
Singh, Director, Government of India, Ministry of Home Affairs, 
affirmed on 30*^ January, 2002 has also been filed on February 8, 
2002. According to the affidavit, the Central Government in 
exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (10) of section 3 
of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 (for short ‘the 
Act’) issued notification S.O. 1124(E) dated 13*^ November, 2001 
declaring Meitei extremist organisations as unlawful associations. 
The affidavit refers to the fact that in exercise of powers conferred 
by the proviso to sub-section (3) of the said section 3, the Central 
Government has also directed that the notifications shall, subject to 
any order that may be made, under section 4 of the said Act, have 
effect from the date of publication in the official Gazette. The 
affidavit goes on to state that the notification was forwarded by the 
Central Government to the Chief Secretary, Govnumont of 
Manipur, for taking necessary action to serve the notification and 
that the Government of Manipur took following actions for 
effecting service of notification 
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(a) The notification was published in two local newspapers, 
namely, “Kangleipak Meiraf’ dated 1’* December, 2001 
and “Sanaleibak” dated 14*^ November, 2001. Copies 
of newspaper clipping are at Annexures I & II 
respectively. 

(b) Govemiiient of Manipur also published the notification 
in their ofiTicial Gazette and directed for wide 
publication of the notification to DGP (Manipur), IG 
(Intelligence) of Manipur, All District Magistrates, 
Director of Information, Public Relations, Station 
Director (AIR) of Intphal and all Superintendents of 
Police (Annexare-III). 

(c) Deputy Commissioners of Senapati, Tamenglong and 
Thoubal were asked to arrange wide publicity of the 
notification declaring Meitei Extremist organisations as 
unlawful associations. Their reports are at Annexures- 
IV to VI. 

(d) Superintendent of Police of Imphal East, Thoubal, 
Imphal West, Bishnupur, Churachandpur and 
Tamenglong were also asked to arrange wide publicity 
of the notification declaring Meitei extremist 
organisations as unlawfiil associations. Their reports 
(except from Imphal West) are at Annexures-VII to 
XI. 

List the matter for further proceedings on 11*** March, 2002 
at 4.15 P.M.*’ 


On March 11, 2002, the matter was again taken up by the Tribunal. Despite 
service, no one speared on behalf of the Meitei Extremist Organisations of Manipur. 
Accordingly, they were proceeded ex parte. By the same order directions were issued 
to the Central Gtovemment and the State of Manipur to file affidavits by way of ex 
jiprte evidence altmg with copies of relevant documents in support of their respective 
stands. The order reads as follows 
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“There is no appearance on belialf of the Mcitei Extremist 
Organisations of Manipur. Accordingly, they are proceeded ex 
parte. 


Let the counsel for the Union of India and the State of 
Manipur file affidavits by way of ex parte evidence along with 
copies of relevant documents in support of their stands within three 
weeks. 


Learned counsel for the State of Manipur has filed his 
power of attorney. Let the same be taken on record. 

List the matter on April 4, 2002 at 4.15 P.M. for further 
proceedings.” 


In response to the order dated March II, 2002, the Central Government as well 
as the State of Manipur filed affidavits by way of ex parte evidence on April 4, 2002. 
However, the index of documents accompanying the affidavits were not filed and the 
State of Manipur and it was directed to file the index of documents. The order dated 
April 4,2002 reads as follows 

“Affidavits by way of ex parte evidence have been filed on 
behalf of the State of Manipur and the Union of India Learned 
counsel jqjpcaring for the State of Manipur says that the index of 
documents exhibited along with the affidavits shall be filed within 
one week. 

List the matter on April 11, 2002 at 4.15 P.M. for further 
proceedings.” 

When the matter came up for hearing on April 11, 2002, the learned counsel 
qtpearing for the State of Manipur sought further time to file the index of documents. 
Accepting his request, the matter was adjourned to April 13, 2002 for directions. Even 
on j^l 15, 2002, the State of Manipur was not able to file the index of documents. 
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It was, however, stated that the index of documents shall be filed within two days. 
The Government of India and the State of Manipur were given permission to file 
additional affidavits by way of cx parte evidence. The order dated April 15, 2002 is 
extracted below - 


“Learned counsel appearing for the State of Manipur says 
that the index of documents shall positively be filed within two 
dt^. 

learned counsel for the Government of India and the State 
of Manipur point out that they have already filed documents by 
w^ of ex parte evidence in support of their respective cases. 
Any additional affidavit by way of ex parte evidence which the 
State of Manipur and the Government of India wish to file, may be 
presented before the next date. It will also be open to the State of 
Manipur and the Government of India to produce and examine 
their witnesses on the next date. 

List the matter for hearing on April 30, 2002 at 3.00 P.M.” 


On April 30, 2002, the Central Government and the State of Manipur were heard 
in part. For further arguments, the matter was fixed for May 6, 2002. The order dated 
April 30, 2002 reads as follows 


“Learned counsel for the State of Manipur has since filed 
the index of documents. There is no appearance on behalf of the 
Mcitei Extremists Organisations. Arguments on behalf of the 
State of Manipur and the Union of India hoard in part 

To come up on May 6, 2002 at 4.00 P.M. 

It will be open to the Meitei Extremists Organisations to 
participate in the proceedings of the Tribunal on the next date, if 
they are so minded and if they choose to appear. 
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On May 6, 2002, the arguments were concluded by the Central Government and 
the State of Manipur. It may, however, be mentioned that the Mcitei Extremist 
Oiganisotions did not participate in the proceedings at all. They were duly served in 
accordance with law. The Central Government and the State of Manipur urged that 
there is abundance of evidence on record which supports the fact that the activities of 
the Moitei Extremist Organisations are unlawful and, therefore, they were rightly 
declared to be unlawful associations under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Act 
Consequently, it was pr^ed that the notification dated November 13, 2001 issued by 
the Central Government be confirmed. 

At the outset it is appropriate to refer to the facts which have been placed on 
record by means of an affidavit of the Central Government filed on April 4, 2002, titled 
“Substantial Affidavit for Declaration of Meitei Extremist Organisations as Unlawful 
Associations under the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967’. This affidavit has 
been affirmed by Shri Ram Phal, Under Secretary to the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Home Affairs, New Delhi. It is brought out in the affidavit that the State of 
Manipur is inhabited by the Meiteis and ti ibaJs. While the Meiteis form 66% of the 
total population and are concentrated in the Imphal Valley, the remaining population 
consists of tribes including Nagas and Kukis who live in the hill area The valley is 
affected by insurgency of various Meitei extremist organisations. As per the affidavit, 
the following arc major Meitei extremist organisations 

1. The People’s Liberation Army (PLA)/thc Revolutionary People’s 
Front (RPF); 
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2. The United National Liberation Front (UNLF); 

3. The People’s Revolutionary Party of Kangleip^ (FREPAK); 

4. The Kangleipak Communist Par^ (KCP); 

5. The Kanglei Yaol Kanba Lup (KYKl,); and 

6. The Manipur People’s Liberation Front (MPLF). 

The hill areas are affected by the activities of Naga extremists, belonging to the 
National Socialist Council of Nagaland (NSCN), and Kuki extremists. The hill areas 
are also affected by tribal ethnic clashes. According to the affidavit, the Meitei 
extremist organisations have been responsible for a number of violent incidents. 
Besides, they indulge in targeting security forces, extortions, killings of people, 
propagating secession from India, looting of banks and intimidation, etc. On September 
8, 1980, under the Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act, 1958, Iraphal Valley was 
declared as a disturbed area On October 26, 1979, the PLA, UNLF, PREPAK and 
KCP were declared as unlawful associations under section 3(1) of the Act Since then 
this ban,has not been lifted and these organizations continue to be unlawful 
associations. On November 13, 1999, the MPLF was also declared unlawfiil 
association along with other Meitei extremist organisations. 

As per the affidavit, the Meitei extremist organizations continue to propagate 
secession from India and the security forces remain one of their prime targets in their 
plans to potpetuatc their war against the Government of India Their extortion activities 
continue to fill their coffers. Three Catholic priests of Don Bosco Training School in 
^tuphal were recently killed in Imphal by suspected KYKL/K activists since the 
Catholic pnests refitsed to succumb to their extortionists demands. This is stated to bo 
indicative of the continuous threat posed by them. The write ups of these 
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oi;BBniEuition8 indicate their seditious tendencies. It is claimed that withdrawal of ban on 
those organisations at this juncture would strengthen their cause and help them in 
further internationalising the same 

The afiQdavit fiuther states that in the course of the anti cease-fire extension 
agitation in Manipur, the Meitei underground organisations placed a major role in 
provoking the Meitei chauvinistic sentiments. It is also stated that these organisations 
are likely to exploit and manipulate the ethnic divide between Nagas and Manipur over 
the issue. There was a recent effort to forge unity among the Meitei organisations to 
make a stronger impact vis-i-vis NSCNOM). This does not augur well for the law and 
order situation in the State, 

According to the affidavit, due to violent incidents by thft militant organisations, 
several civilians and security personnel were killed since the year 1997 as per details 
given below 


Year 

Total No.of 
accidents. 

Persons 

Killed 

Security Forces 
Personnel 

1997 

220 

129 

67 

1998 

176 

114 

57 

1999 

230 

138 

63 

2000 

18S 

116 

41 

2001 

190 

69 

18 


It is asseited that.the Meitei extremist organisations maintain close links with each other 
and also other extremist organizations in the North East In this regard the afiQdavit 
states as follows > 
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".The PLA/RPF is maintaining close links with the Issac- 

Muivah faction of the national Socialist Council of Nagaland. The 
UNLF is maintaining contacts witli the Khaplang faction of NSCN 
as well Kuki National Army. The KYKL ch aws its support from 
KCP, PREPAK and UNLF (Oken faction). The UNLF is also a 
signatory to the Indo-Burma Revolutionary Front (IBRF) formed 
in 1990 by the ULFA and NSCN(K). The aim of IBRF was to 
jointly fight the Indian Security Forces. Though IBRF has not 
been very effective, it has provided training to the cadres of the 
UNLF and ULFA. The KYKL and IBRF are umbrella 
organisations offering platforms to insurgent groups for 
cooperation in operational matters. Recently, the PREPAK, RPF 
and UNLF have joined together to form another umbrella 
oi^ganisation named the Manipur People’s Liberation Front 
(MPLF).” 


The affidavit goes on to State that the PLA/RPF, UNLF, PREPAK, KCP and 
KYKL have camps in neighbouring countries, viz., Bangladesh and Myanmar, and the 
members of these extremist organisations are continuing their secessionist and violent 
activities. They also continue to make efforts to establish and sustain contacts with 
foreign countries with a view to securing assistance in their unlawful activities. 

It is fijrther affirmed that despite the fact that the Meitei extremist organisations 
have remained under a ban for a long period, Meitei insurgency remains a serious 
security concern in Manipur, particularly in the Valley. The organisations continue to 
resort to massive mobilisation of funds by unlawful tax collections, extortion or even 
kidnapping, or abduction for ransom. The procurement of arms by the Meitei 
extremist organisations has also been continuing. It is categorically stated that the 
fallowing ficts were taken into consideration before deciding to extend the ban 
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(i) The Meitei extremist organisations have openly declared as their 
objective tlie formation of an independent Manipur by secession 
from India;... 

(ii) They have been employing armed means to achieve their aforesaid 
objective. 

(iii) They have been attacking the Secui'ity Forces, the police, 
Government employees and law-abiding citizens in Manipur, 

(iv) They have been indulging in acts of intimidation, extortion and 
looting of civilian population for collection of funds for their 
organisations; and 

(V) They have been making efforts to establish contacts with sources 
abroad for influencing public opinion and for securing assistance 
by way of arms and training for the purpose of achieving their 
secessionist objective.” 


The following reasons were listed in support of the proposal for issuance of 
fi^sh notification declaring the Meitei extremist organisations as unlawful associations 
under the Act w.e.f November 13,2001 


(i) Continued espousal of the policy of secession of Manipur from 
India 

(ii) Continued engagement in activities prejudicial to the sovereignty 
and integrity of India 

(iii) Continued adoption of violence and terror through armed action 
as means for achieving their objective 

(iv) High levels of extortions and illegal tax collections from the 
public including businessmen, trades and even Government 
employees. 

(v) Links and support to other North-East insurgent groups and with 
neighbouring countries. 
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(vi) Procuixment of large number of Eopliisticated arms and 
ammunition through clandestine channels or by snatching from 
various security forces. 

(vii) Attempts to gain membership of the Unrepresented Nations and 
People’s Organisation with the intention to access and utilize the 
various international fora for mobilising support towards their 
ultimate objective of separating Manipur from India.” 

In view of the above it is asserted that it was considered imperative to issue a 
fresh notification for further declaiation of the Mcitci extremist organisations including 
the PLA/RPF, PREPAK, UNLF, KCP, KYKL and MPLF as “unlawful associations” 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 read witli proviso to sub-section (3) of section 3 of the 
Act In the circumstances explained above, as per tlie affidavit, the aforesaid 
notification, being S.O. 1124(E) dated November 13, 2001, was issued. 

The affidavit is accompanied by Exhibits I to VUI. Exhibit-I relates to brief 
notes on the aims and objectives of the six Meitei extremist organisations, viz., 
RPF/PLA, UNLF, PREPAK, KYKL, KCP, and MPLF. Exhibit II to the affidavit 
furnishes details of crimes committed by RPF/PLA from November 13, 1999 to May 
31, 2001, The list records 449 FTRs which were registered against the members of the 
organisations during the aforesaid period. Exhibit III furnishes details of crimes 
committed by UNLF organisation from November 13, 1999 to May 31, 2001. During 
the aforesaid period 290 FTRs were recorded against it. lixliibit IV to the affidavit 
furnishes details of crimes committed by PREPAK organisation from November 13, 
1999 to May 31, 2001. Dui ing the aforesaid period 161 FTRs were lodged against it. 
Exhibit V furnishes details of crimes corninitted by KYKL from November 13, 1999 to 
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31, 2001. During this time 147 FIRs were registered against it Exhibit VI to the 
affidavit gives details of crimes committed by KCP organisation during the period 
November 13, 1999 to May 31, 2001 during which 129 FIRs were lodged against it 
Exhibit VII lists details of crimes committed by MPLF organisation during the period 
November 13,1999 to May 31, 2001 when two FIRs were registered against it 

The State of Manipur has also filed an affidavit of Shri Kh. Netra, Joint 
Secretary (Home), Govt, of Manipur, Imphal , on April 2, 2002 by way of ex parte 
evidence. The affidavit affirms that the problem of insurgency hat; continued in 
Manipur for the last many years and it has been created by the Meitei extremist 
organisations, namely, PLA/RPF, PREPAK, UNLF, KYKL, KCP, and MPLF. 
According to the affidavit the main objective of these organisations is the formation of 
Manipur as an independent sovereign country by seceding from India In order to 
achieve the objective, these organisations have been indulging in various unlawful 
activities, namely, intimidation, extortion of money from general public, terrorising and 
killing innocent people including government employees, police and security personnel, 
kidnapping and abduction of government officials, businessmen and members of the 
well-to-do families for ransom. The organisations have been receiving assistance from 
foreign countries, particularly the neighboring countries, for fulfilling their objectives. 
The aims and objectives of each one of these Meitei extremist organisations, as detailed 
in the affidavit, are as follows:- 
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1. REVOLUTIONARY PEOPLE’S FRONT/PEOPLES LIBERATION 

ARMY (PLA): 

(a) to secede Manipur from India and form a separate Sovereign 
State; 

(b) to regain the lost territories of Manipur like the Kabow valley 
wliicli is now in Myanmar, and 

(c) to unify the people of Mongolian origin of South Middle Asia 
into one nation and bring awareness amongst them etc. 

n. PEOPLE’S REVOLUTIONARY PARTY OF KANGLEIPAK 

(PREPAK) ; 

(a) to free Manipur from India and establish an independent 
Soverign Stale; 

(b) to introduce job-oriented education, land ceiling systehi and 
panchayat system; 

(c) to abolish capitalism, etc. 


m.- UNITED LIBERATION FRONT (UNLF) : 

(a) to liberate Manipur and its neighbours from the domination of 
India; 

(b) to restore tlie lost political sovereignty ajid her neighbours; 

(c) to establish an Independent Sovereign Republic comprising 
Manipur and her neighbours; and 

(d) to regain the lost territories of Manipur from Myanmar. 


IV. KANGLEIYAON KANBA (KANNA) LUP (KYKL): 

(a) to unite all the revolutionary organisations operating in the State 
of Manipur so as to con^letely defeat the enemy; 

(b) to fight together in the struggle for independence. 
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V. KANGLEIPAK COMMUNIST PARTY (KCP): 

(a) to define the liberty of the proletariat class and farmers; 

(b) to preserve the ethnic identity of the people of Kangleipak; 

(c) to liquidate political parties which are against them; and 

(d) to win freedom for Kangleipak. 


VL MANIPUR PEOPLE’S LIBERATION FROKf (MPLF): 


(a) 


(b) 

(c) 


(d) 


to remove the slow progress of liberation struggle because of 
lack of unity among the revolutionary parties resulting in 
confusion among the public; 


the three parties have agreed in principle to merge together into a 
new unified entity to be achieved gradually and step by step; 


a permanent body having two representatives each from the 
leading organisations of the respective parties has been formed 
to formulate common policies and programmes of the three 
parties. The permanent body has been named as Manipur 
People’s Liberation Front, MPLF in abbreviation; 


an Executive Committee has been formed to execute the decision 
ofMPLF; 


(e) all the works relating to financial matters of the three parties 
shall be integrated. To formulate the integrate financial policies 
and programmes, a Financial Affairs Committee has been 
formed; 


(f) a financial sub*committoc has also been constituted to 
implement the policies and programmes. The three parties have 
decided to raise collective funds without resorting to collection 
of funds party wise.” 
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As per the afTidavit, during the period November 13, 1999 to May 31, 2001 as 
many as 1175 cases were registered against the Meitei extremist organisations. Copies 
of the FIRs running into 2612 pages have been marked as Exhibit P-1 (collectively) 
accompanying the afhdavit. As per the affidavit, during the course of investigation and 
also at tlie time of arrest of some of the members of the Meitei extremist organisations, 
a large number of documents were seized from them. Copies of these documents 
running into 211 pages have been marked as Exhibit P/2 (collectively). Copies of the 
reports/newB items reilecting the activities of tlie Meitei extremist organisations have 
been marked as Exhibit P/3 (collectively). It is further affirmed that despite sincere 
efforts being made by the Government of Manipur and the Government of India, they 
han^e not been successful in achieving the goal and of late the activities of the aforesaid 
organisations have increased. 

Affidavits of Investigating Officers have also been filed regarding the activities 
of the various Meitei extremist organisations of Manipur. 

On perusal and assessment of the entire material on record including the 
Substantial” affidavit of Shri Ram PhaJ, Under Secretary to the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Home Affairs. New Delhi, for declaiing the Meitei extremist 
organisations as unlawful associations under the Act and Exhibits I to VII which form 
part of the affidavit, and the affidavit of Shri Kh. Netra, Joint Secretary (Home), 
Govemment of Manipur, Imphal, and Exhibits P-1, P/2 and P/3 accompanying thereto, 
and the affidavits of the Investigating Officers, this Tribunal is of the view that the 
Meitei extremist organisations noted above arc unlawful associations working for the 
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independence of Manipur and its secession from India, and they have been targeting and 
killing security forces, police personnel, government employees, indulging in 
extortions, publishing seditious material, kidna()ping people for ransom, acquiring 
sophisticated arms, weapons and training and seeking foreign help to achieve their 
objectives. There is no rebuttal to the evidence adduced by the Central Government 
and the State of Manipur to the aforesaid effect The Meitei extremist organisations did 
not choose to appear before this Tribunal. The documentary evidence on record which 
has been filed by the Central Government and the Stale of Manipur has not been 
challenged by the Meitei extremist organisations. There is nothing on record which 
detracts from the credibility of the material placed on record by the Stale of Manipur 
and the Central Government 

In view of the material produced before this Tribunal by the State of Manipur 
and the Central Government, this Tribunal finds that there was sufficient cause for 
declaring the Meitei Extremist Organisations of Manipur' as unlawful associations under 
the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967. Therefore, the notification S.O. 
1124(E) dated November 13,2001 was rightly issued by the Government of India. 

(ANIL DEV SINGlI) 

UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES (PREVENTION) TRIBUNAL 
MAY^^ .2002. NEWTJELifl. 
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